The Society would remember that at the first meeting of the Society in 1880 he had drawn attention to thislesion.?He had related two cases in which it had been met with?one recent in which reduction was easy and another old in which reduction had been found impossible. He had pointed out that the double injury, dislocation and fracture, was generally due to direct injury, related some experiments on the dead body showing how the lesion could be artificially produced and the anatomical alterations which it caused.
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the bone. The only expedients left were cutting a bit off the head of the radius or resection or refracture of the tilna ; but looking to the amount of movement and power remaining, he had not considered resort to either measure justifiable. The 
